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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
08/24/2009 has been entered. 

Ciaim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 5, 7,9-11,13-14, 21-24 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Hayhurst (US5477152) in view of Crosby et al (US.5,477,152) 
(both cited previously). 

In regards to claims 1 and 24, Hayhurst testing apparatus for concurrently testing 
components[See title;col.2,lines 15 -19]. The examiner has taken the position that 
the testing apparatus (50) is capable to test medical device component, the 
testing apparatus (50) comprising: a plurality of testing stations(14) configured to 
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receive and communicably couple to a first component being of a first type and a 
second component being of a second type, wherein the first component is not of 
the second type and the second component is not of the first type[col.2, lines 25- 
31;see fig. 1]. Lacking criticality, especially when applicant has no advantage of 
concurrently testing the components. Therefore, the testing circuit communicably 
coupled to the plurality of testing stations and is capable of concurrently applying 
a test to each of the first and second components and to measure a response of 
each of the first and second components to the test[see fig. 1-2;col.2, lines 32-39]. 
Hayhurst discloses the invention substantially as claimed but failed to disclose a 
cochlear implant system with a first and second component comprises a 
transmitter coil and coil testing station. However, Crosby discloses a cochlear 
implant system for an auditory prosthesis [see title] comprising a cable 26 (the 
first component) and a transmitter coil 24 (the second component)[see fig.3]. 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skills in the art by the time 
the invention was made to modify Hayhurst to be use to test cochlear implant 
system cable and transmitter coil since both Crosby and Hayhurst teaches about 
the use of coaxial cable. 

In regards to claim 5,the plurality of testing stations comprise two or more 
stations configured to receive two or more types of cables and further configured 
to make an electrical connection to said cables[see fig. 1-2]. 
In regards to claim 7,each cable testing station for each of said two or more types 
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of cables comprises a socket having a shape that is adapted to receive one of 
said two or more types of cables[see fig. 1]. 

In regards to claim 9-10, Hayhurst discloses two testing stations see fig. 1 , one of 
this station could be taken to be the transmitter coil testing station. 
Regarding claim 1 1 , Hayhurst fails to discloses a pictorial representation of a 
transmitter coil. Such would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to provide a specific location on the testing station with a pictorial representation 
of a transmitter coil to test the transmitter coil in order that a layperson or the 
patient can be able to operate the device without the help from a physician. 
Regarding claim 13, neither Hayhurst nor Crosby discloses that a magnet is 
positioned at or below the planar surface of the case; the magnet is adapted to 
provide magnetic alignment with a magnet within a coil under test and so 
maintain the coil in the correct place for testing. However, such would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide a magnet underneath the 
case of the testing station so that the magnet of the coil would attract with the 
one underneath the case and would help to properly position the transmitter coil 
for measurement. 

Regarding claim 14, Hayhurst fails to disclose tested coil has a cable extending 
there from that is also testable by the testing apparatus. Such would have been 
an obvious design choose to have a cable extending there from that is also 
testable by the testing apparatus in order to provide electrical connection. 
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In regards to claims 21-23,the testing apparatus of claim 1 , further comprising an 
output component for outputting a result and the output component is a light 
configured to illuminate if the tested component passes the test and the light is a 
light emitting diode (LED)[col.3,line 26-col.4,line 41]. 

Regarding claim 26, Hayhurst failed to disclose magnetically coupling at least 
one of two components to the testing apparatus. However, it would have been a 
matter of design choice to have magnetically coupled at least one of two 
components to the testing board in order to properly test the component that is 
under test. 

4. Claims 1, 5, 7, 15-21, 25, 27-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Strangio (US5280251) in view of Crosby et al (US.5,477,152) (both 
cited previously). 

In regards to claims 1 and 24, Strangio discloses testing apparatus (50) in (fig. 1 ) 
that is capable for concurrently testing components of a medical device, the 
testing apparatus comprising: a plurality of testing stations (L and R stations in 
fig. 1) configured to receive and communicably couple to a first component being 
of a first type and a second component being of a second type [see fig. 1], 
wherein the first component is not of the second type and the second component 
is not of the first type [see fig.1] ; and at least one testing circuit [see fig.2] 
communicably coupled to said plurality of testing stations (R and L) and capable 
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to concurrently apply a test to each of said first and second components and to 
measure a response of each of said first and second components to said 
test[col.2, lines 27-30]. Hayhurst discloses the invention substantially as claimed 
but failed to disclose a cochlear implant system with a first and second 
component comprises a cable and a transmitter coil and coil testing station. 
However, Crosby discloses a cochlear implant system for an auditory prosthesis 
[see title] comprising a cable 26 (the first component) and a transmitter coil 24 
(the second component)[see fig.3]. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skills in the art by the time the invention was made to modify Hayhurst to 
be use to test cochlear implant system cable and transmitter coil since both 
Crosby and Hayhurst teaches about coaxial cable. 

In regards to claim 5, the plurality of testing stations (L and R) comprise two or 
more stations configured to receive two or more types of cables 
(67LR,66LR,65LR,64LR,63LR,62LR,61LR) and further configured to make an 
electrical connection to the cables (70) [See fig. 1]. 

In regards to claim 7, each cable testing station (L or R) for each of said two or 
more types of cables comprises a socket having a shape that is adapted to 
receive one of said two or more types of cables [see figl]. 
In regards to claim 16-19, a control circuit configured to control the operations of 
the testing apparatus [col. 3, lines 5-14], the device of Strangio inherently content 
and ADC[see analog switches in fig.2 and the signal that goes to serial interface 
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(120) are digital]. The cable test data in save in database [see step E in fig. 3; 
col.9,lines 35-43] 

In regards to claim 20, the measurements from said at least one testing circuit is 
in the form of current and voltage levels, and further wherein said data indicating 
a desired response to said first test are in the form of voltage and current ranges 
associated with non-faulty cables and also capable to be associated with 
transmitter coils used in cochlear implant systems[col.6,lines 18-32]. 
In regards to claim 21 , an output component for outputting a result of the 
comparison [col. 9, Nnes16-32]. 

In regards to claim 15,25 and 27, Strangio discloses that the computer provides 
further database resources wherein the peripheral controlled external housing 
having the connector groups controlled to provide the desired cable interrogation 
and detect signals and further the computer provides database information, 
wherein the cable under testing may be compared relative to pre-stored 
reference cable data and variety of determination [col. 1, lines 54-col.2,line 2]. 
In regards to claim 28, a memory component configured to store data indicating a 
desired response to said first test [col.7,line65;col.9,lines 35-43]. 
In regards to claim 29, [see col.8, lines 56-col.9,line 32]. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 8/24/2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicant argued in pages 9-1 1 that the references of Hayhurst and 
Strangio does not disclose concurrently test components. The examiner has taken the 
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position that the references are capable of testing the first component and the second 
component currently since in applicant disclosure there is no advantage of testing these 
components at the same time. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ROLAND DINGA whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3644. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:30am 
to 5:00pm EST.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Carl H. Layno can be reached on 571 272 4949. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/ROLAND DINGA/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3766 
10/09/2009 



/Carl H. Layno/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 3766 



